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THURSDAY, MAY 15, 1952 


Unirep Stratres SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10:45 a. m., in room 212 
Senate Office Building. 

Present: Senators Byrd (presiding), Johnson of Texas, Stennis, 
Long, Bridges, Saltonstall, Knowland, and Cain. 

Senator Carn. Mr. Chairman, as a good many, if not all, of the 
members of this committee are aware, title 5 of the Officer Procurement 
Act of 1947 requires that all permanent Army colonels having 30 
years of service or who have twice been passed over for appointment 
to the grade of general officers shall be separated from the service as 
of July 1, 1943. 

The Senator from Washington a good many months ago offered a 
bill or bills which would just automatically extend that date for several 
years into the future. 

(The bills referred to follow:) 


[S. 2346, 82d Cong., Ist sess.] 


A BILL To authorize the retirement of non-Regular officers of the Army and Air Force having more than 
thirty years’ active Federal service under the same conditions presently provided for such officers having 
less than thirty years’ service, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That (a) that portion of section 5 of the Act of 
July 31, 1935 (49 Stat. 507, as amended; 10 U. 8. C. 948a) which was amended by 
section 202 of the Army and Air Force Vitalization and Retirement Equalization 
Act of 1948 (Public Law 810, Eightieth Congress) is amended by striking out the 
words ‘‘or more than thirty’’. 

(b) Section 1243 of the Revised Statutes (10 U. 8. C. 943) is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 2, This Act shall be effective on the first day of the first calendar month 
beginning after the date of enactment of this Act. 


[S. 2347, 82d Cong., Ist sess.] 
A BILL To change the effective date of certain provisions of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, relating to 
the mandatory retirement or separation of certain Regular Army officers 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That paragraphs (3) and (4) of section 514 (d) of 
the Officer Personnel Act of 1947 are amended by striking out “June 30, 1953”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof “June 30, 1956”’. 


Senator Carn. I have never liked those bills in the sense that they 
would, if passed, require the continuance in the service of particular 
officers whom the Army might have reason to believe were not quali- 
fied for further service. 
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Against my own reluctance to press for action on that, and because 
of a keen interest shared with me in the bill by the Senator from Texas, 
Mr. Johnson, particularly, we have in months gone by discussed with 
Mr. Pace, as the Army Secretary, the possibility of curing this problem 
by some administrative procedures. He thought there was such a 
possibility. 

He has been working on that possibility for a long time, and I would 
like to have the record carry what the Secretary of the Army wishes to 
say on this subject today. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Secretary Carin. Senator Johnson, would you permit at this time the 
Secretary of the Army to post the committee on the present status of 
those permanent Army colonels, some 900 in number, who, unless 
action is taken either by the Congress or the Department of the Army, 
must be mandatorily separated from the service on July 30, 1953? 

Senator Jonnson (presiding). Go ahead, Mr. Secretary. - 

Secretary Pace. I will be brief on that. The purpose of the bill as 
originally set up was to keep the Army young. It required the manda- 
tory retirement of colonels after a certain specified period of the passage 
of time. 

I strongly subscribed to the principle that the Army should be kept 
young. | think it is important that young men in a business that re- 
quires young men have an opportunity to move forward, and that men 
who have reached a point at which retirement should be effected should 
be retired immediately. 

However, we have run into a situation where we have expanded our 
Army extensively. In expanding that Army we have required more 
top executive talent than we previously required. Therefore, it became 
apparent that to eliminate some of these men who run between the ages 
of 52 up to the age of 58, would be a mistake from the point of view of 
utilizing Army competenc e, particularly where you might have to re- 
call a Reserve officer to replace such a man, thus disrupting two lives 
instead of one. 

Because I was so interested in maintaining the principle of giving 
competence and opportunity to move ahead I insisted that we con- 
tinue the provision of the law and vary it only by permitting the reten- 
tion up to 60 percent of those colonels who were found to be needed 
by the Army. 

A board will be set up which will pass upon all these colonels. The 
number that they can keep will be up to 60 percent. If their investi- 
gation shows that less than 60 percent are required at this time, we 
will have less than 60 percent. By so doing, I think, we have found 
a solution that means that you can keep those men who you need for 
executive experience in the expanding Army and, at the same time, you 
do not violate or vitiate a principle of keeping this Army young, and 
of permitting competence to move forward. 1 think it is a very happy 
solution. 

Senator Lone. I know of at least one colonel in the Army who is 
an extremely able officer. I do not believe you could replace him from 
civilian life if you had to, and I am sure there must be others of that 
type who, somewhere back during their career, must have had a bad 
break that kept them from being advanced along with the rest of them, 
and at the same time they would be extremely able officers, and it 
would be a loss to the Nation. 
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Senator Carn. Mr. Pace, let me ask you a couple of questions against 
your statement, providing the Senator from Louisiana is through. 

Senator Lone. I am through. 

Senator Carn. What is the status of your intended administrative 
order which will put this program into effect; namely, the creation of 
a screening board, and advice to the officers in question? 

Secretary Pacn. The actual Executive order is now in the hands of 
the Department of Defense. As soon as the Executive order goes into 
effect, I will then immediately appoint the board. The board is not 
now in operation, and will not be until the order goes into effect. 

Senator Carn. Would you indicate what length of time, in your 
opinion, is involved before——— 

Secretary Pace. The order goes into effect? 

Senator Carn (continuing). “The order goes into effect? 

Secretary Pace. Assuming that the Executive Office of the Presi- 
dent accepts this action, which I assume they would, unless they choose 
to overrule my recommendation in this matter, I would assume that 
it should not run over 2 to 3 weeks. 

Senator Carin. In my several conversations with you and other 
agents within the Defense Establishment, you pointed out rather 
clearly that it was the intention of the Department of the Army with 
respect to those colonels within the total number of 900 colonels, that 
those who are to be retired are not to be replaced by Reserve or other 
officers called in from the outside. Does that continue to be the firm 
intention of the Department? 

Secretary Pacer. That is the firm intention. In other words, if it 
were a choice between recalling these men from their retired status or 
calling up a Reserve officer, it would be my intention to recall these 
men. 

Senator Carn. In other words, to make very certain that we under- 
stand this, if some several hundred officers are retired, and at a soon 
and subsequent date it become necessary to have X number of addi- 
tional colonels, the colonels who were retired will be called back to 
perform those duties? 

Secretary Pace. That is right. 

Senator Carn. So that the net result of the action you intend to take 
is not to call into the service X number of colonels from civil or Reserve 
status. 

Secretary Pacn. That is exactly accurate, sir. 

Senator Stennis. Are you through? 

Senator Carn. Yes, sir. 

Senator Srennis. Do I understand that you already have the 
authority to carry out this program or do you need legislation? 

Secretary Pacr. We do not need legislation. The legislation is 
admittedly satisfactory. 

Senator Srennis. I thought you needed legislation. 

Secretary Pacer. It does not need legislation. 

Senator Carn. It can be done by either method. 

Secretary Pace. It can be done by Executive order. 

Senator Stennis. You do not intend to abandon your long-time 
proposition of keeping your officers young? 

Secretary Pace. I do not intend to “abandon it all. I feel so 
strongly about that, Senator, that as all those people who have been 
involved in this know, I have fought to retain that principle throughout. 
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Senator Stennis. But I think you certainly ought to keep these 
men now—keep from calling up Reserves. We conducted hearings 
for the Navy, and they had to have a bill to authorize them to keep 
a number of these officers that otherwise would automatically go out, 
and I was very much impressed with that system. 

Senator Carn. I think the defect, Senator Stennis, in the law 
of 1947 is that it was established and designed on a peacetime 
assumption. 

Senator Stennis. That is right. 

Secretary Pace. That is right. 

Senator Cary. And our chief concern, shared by the Department of 
the Army, is that we ought to be careful about releasing qualified 
officers when other such qualified officers must take their places. 

One last observation: I think, Mr. Pace, you have made a splendid 
and very constructive policy statement in the last few minutes. I see 
absolutely nothing in it which we ought not to make available to 
those who have a right to ask about the question. 

Would we have your permission, in answer to any legitimate inquiry, 
to say that “I am attaching the attitude of the Department of the 
Army which covers your inquiry fully’’? 

Secretary Pace. Right, if I can only have an opportunity to review 
the testimony to make sure—I would just like to take a look at the 
testimony and make sure it is sound, and then resubmit it. 

Senator Carn. I would like to say for the record, by way of a most 
sincere compliment, that the Secretary of the Army, and others who 
share his responsibility with him, have done a prompt, constructive, 
and, in my view, highly competent job in solving what admittedly 
Was not an easy problem. 

Secretary Pace. Thank you very much, Senator. 


x 





